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1 . On September 18, 2006 a telephone interview was conducted. During the 
interview, applicant pointed out the structural differences in the combination of Trimble 
('371) and Houser et al. ('035) and applicant claimed structure. Accordingly, a non-final 
Office Action follows. 

DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-7, 14-18, 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bejean et al. (US Patent 5,275,428) in view of Trnka (US Patent 
6,659,493). 

Bejean et al. teaches a ski sport apparatus similar to applicant's including: 

■ a ski (1) defining a longitudinal direction with a middle section (7) and two outer 
sections (2, 3) 

■ the middle section of the ski (7) having a region with a higher flexibility (as taught 
in column 2, lines 1-14), and at least one of a frontmost and a rearmost force 
introduction region (see Figures 3, 4, 6, 15 and 16) allocated to a region with a 
lower flexibility of the ski (1) and in the longitudinal direction arranged one of 
further to the front and further to the rear than a "conventional" binding region 
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■ force introduction regions are designed and arranged so that at least one of a 
force and a torque from an outer section (shown at force 14 and stated in column 
5, lines 62-68 and column 6, lines 1-19) of the ski (1) is transmitted into the 
middle section (7) of the ski and vice versa 

Bejean et al. lacks the teaching of an interface device. 
Trnka teaches an interface device (connector plate). 

■ the interface device (connector plate) in the longitudinal direction is rigid and at 
least partly one of articulately and elastically fastened into force introduction 
regions on the ski (4), and includes a compensation (bending action — See 
Figures 1A and 1B) for compensating a distance change between at least two of 
the force introduction regions 

■ the interface device (connector plate) is bendable (note elastic elements 2) in the 
longitudinal direction and is designed and fastened on the ski (4) so that it acts 
on the ski as a leaf spring 

■ the interface device (connector plate) is bendable in the longitudinal direction and 
is firmly connected onto the ski 

■ the interface device contains at least one plate (7) 

■ the interface device (connector plate) including a binding region for 
accommodating a ski binding (6) 

■ at least one reinforcement (see column 5, lines 33-41) 

Based on the teachings of Trnka, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention was made, to modify the ski of 
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Bejean et al. and add an interface device/connector plate to improve the flexing of 
the ski under the region of a ski boot (see Trnka at column 1 , lines 34-37). Re claim 
14, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to modify the ski of Bejean et al. to include thick regions and 
thick regions to limit the degree of bending using the structure of the ski instead of 
adding plates of rigid material (see column 5, lines 33-41). Re claim 21 , it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention 
was made, to distance the frontmost force introduction region from the rearmost 
force introduction region at least 650mm, since it has been held that discovering an 
optimum value of a result effective variable involves only routine skill in the art. 

Conclusion 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Bridget Avery at 
telephone number 571-272-6691 . 





December 7, 2006 / 



